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ELEC HON COMMISSION, INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 3rd June , 1964 

S.O. 2069-A.—In pursuance of the provisions of sub-scction (1) of section 86 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, the Flection commission heicby publishes a copy 
01 the Eloction Petition No 13 of 1964, presented to the commission 011 the 29th May, 
1964 under section 81 ot the said \et. by Stiri R Vclayuoha Nair, son ot Kesava Nair, 
17, Goods Shed Street, Madurai Town, Maduiai District, calling in question Ihc election 
to the House of the People front the AruppuhLottai constituency ol that House of 
Shn R. Kasmatha Durai, son ot Muthuramahnga Scthupathy, alius Rajarajeswara Sethupathy, 
"Lank View" Ramanathapuram, Madras Stale 

BEFORE THE ELECTION COMMISSION, NEW DELHI 
Election Piiuion No. 13 01 1964 


Between 

Sri K. Vclayudha Nair —Petitioner 


and 

fl) S 11 R. Kau'natha Durai, (2) Sn G. I akshmana Subbaiajalu and (3) Sri S. S, 
Karuppasami— Respondents. 

Petition under stations 81 to 84 and 10 1 and 101 of the Representation <>f the 

People .hi, 1961 

1 Address of the pctitioner.—Sri K. VeLoudha Nair, son of Kesava Nair, Hindu, 
Advocate, aged about 50 years and residing at 17 Goods Shed Stieet, Maduiai Town, 
Madurai district, Madras State. 

The address for service of all processes, etc., on the petitioner is as stated above. 

2. Address of the respondents .—.(11 Sri R Kasinatha Durai, son of Muthuramalinga 
Sethupathy alias Rajarajeswara Sethupathy, H.ndu aped about 50 years. Landlord, "Tank 
View", Ramanathapuram, Madras State. 

(2) Lakshtnana Subbarajulu, son of Govindasamy Naidu Hindu, Homoeopathy Doctor 
aged abbut 52 years. Palayampattl Post, Aruppukkottai taluk, Ramanathapuram district, 

Madras State. 
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(3j b. S karuppusamy, son of Sankarahngam, aged aooul 4a years, Merchant, Post 
Dux No. 7, Atuppuxxuuai Post, Kurnanuthupuram district, Madras .Stale. 


Address for service 01 ail processes, etc., on the respondents is as stated above- 


3. Consequent on die demise of Sr) U. Muthuranialinga Ihcvar, there was a Bye- 
Liectiun to the riuuse ol the rcoplc irom the Aruppukkottai Parliamentary Constituency 
in Ra 111 anathap 11 r,nu dislriet in me .state ui Madras. Nine candidates hied then - nominations. 
Live oi them withdrew rfieu nominations, before the time allowed and the remmmng tour, 
who are the petitioner ana the respondents, contested the election. 


4. The poll tor the election was on 15th April, 1964- The result o£ the election was 
declared on J 8 U 1 April, 1904 as under:— 


1 . first respondent 

2. Petitioner 

3. Second respondent 

4. third respondent 


1,38.358 votes. 
1,31,281 votes- 
y,348 votes. 
3,952 votes. 


Consequent 011 Uns, the returning olliccr declared the first respondent as having been 
returned as a me m ei ol Paihamenl from the Amppukkotuu Parliamentary Constituency. 


5. The pctitioiiei suomii., that Lhe first respondent belongs to the caste and community 
of Mukkulathors ot \utmu rtg.unbadhars, Marnvars and Kallurs ate members. His eldei 
brother, the Raja 01 Ranuinuhapuratn, is a sitting member ol lhe Madras Legislative 
Assembly. Ills election agent was his son-in-law. The lust respondent contested the 
election on Longtcss ticket- 


( 1 . The petitioner submits that during his election campaign the hist respondent, his 
a gems and other poisons with the consent ot the first lespondenl and his election agent 
tied decided to carry on a systematic appeal to the voters thumghout the constituency to 
vote lor the hist respondent on utc giuund ol Ins caste and community, viz., Thevar and 
region Irom which he claims and the language which he spoke, viz., a Tamilian and to 
retrain Irom voting for the petitions on tile ground of his caste, community, region and 
language, viz-, "a Malayalee Nair". 


7. Pursuant to lhe above design the first respondent, his agents, persons belonging to 
the Congress parly and several other persons all of them either with the consent and the 
connivance ot the fust respondent carried out wide and extensive propaganda, by addressing 
several meetings in the constituency. In all these meetings the respondent, his elder brother, 
Raja Shanmugha Rajcswura Sethnpathy, a sitting Member of the Legislative Assembly, 
Madras and an intluenticl member ot the Marava community, several leaders of the 
Congress party and outers spoke exhorting the voters, majority of whom belonged to the 
Mukkulathor community to vote for the first respondent on the ground that the latter 
came from the same Mukkulathor community, that the first icspondent was a Tamilian, 
who hailed from ltic Tamil Nad and spoke the same language, viz., Tamil as the voters. 
The speakers also made systematic appeal to the voters to refrain from voting to the 
petitioner on the gsour.it of his being a Malayalee Nair meaning thereby that he belonged 
to a different caste, came from a different region and spoke a different language; more 
so, for a seat vacated by U. Muthuranialinga Thevar whom the Mukkulathors worshipped 
as God. 

8 . The petitioner gives below some of the instances when appeal to the voters was made 
on grounds of caste, region and language, with such particulars thereof as the petitioner 
is able to gather. The petitioner craves leave of this Tribunal to permit the petitioner to 
give further instances and tumish further particulars thereof if and when he is able to 
obtain them- 

(a) On 5th April, 1964, the elder brother of the first respondent, Raja Shanmugha 
Bantiwar.! Scthupathy, m.l.a. (Madras State), went to a number of villages, Eruvady. 
Sikkal, Elhampadnl. Vallakulam, Odaikulam and other places in Mudukulathur taluk. He 
was accompanied hv the first respondent and the local Congress leader Sri Balakrishnan. In 
all these places Raja Shanmugha Rajeswaru Sethupathy, m-l-a., the first respondent, Sri 
Balakrishnan and other speakers addressed large gatherings of voters. In the course of 
his speeches. Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy, the first respondent and other 
speakers mainly referred to the petitioner as a Malayalee Nair, and said.that for the seat 
in Parliament vacated by the death of U- Muthuranialinga Thevar, a great leader of 
Maravars— only a person belonging to the Maravar community should be elected. A Nair 
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from Kerala should noL be supported. 1 hey c shorted the voters not to vote for a Malayalee 
Nair (meaning thereby the petniouci ) whicli otherwise would mean an attempt to betray 
and ruin the Maravars. 

(h) In Udjikulam village on the same date uV.), 5lh April, 1964, a public meeting 
which w... very largely attended to was held at about 9-00 pan. Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara 
Sethupathy addressed this gathering of votc/s and spoke that he had great respect and 
devotion tor the late U. him hut umahnga thevar who was worshipped as a great leader 
by the Maravars. llc,pu.,ed the question as to who was the person to be elected to the 
seat in the Parliament vacated by U- Mulhuramalinga Thevar, and answered it himselt 
by saying that it should be a person belonging to the Maravar community like the first 
respondent and not a Nair from Keruia (meaning thereby the petitioner). He earnestly 
appealed to the volets that iL they think of supporting a Malayalee Nair it will be like 
attempimg to betray and rum the Maravars. I he first respondent who also addressed the 
voters said that lii.s brother the Maharaja, who had always stood for the uplift of the 
Marawar Samugam, has spoken to them with real and intense feelings and that they should 
all act in accordance with what he spoke to them. He also rclerred to late Mulhuramalinga 
Thevar as a jewel among Mai avals and appealed to the voters that only a man of his com¬ 
munity alone should be suppoiled and elected to the seat vacated by the death of Muthu- 
rainahnga Thevar. He also spoke that they should not give their votes to the opposite 
party candidate who is a “Nair” Irom Kerala. Any vote given to him will be an uct of 
betrayal to the Tltevar Samugam. 

(c) On nth May, l%4, Raja Shamniigha Rajeswara Scthupathy, m.i.a., accompanied 
by his brother the first respondent, Sri llalakrishnan and others visited the villages of 
Thcrvazhi, Kakooi, Thinivarangnin and addressed election meetings. At 9-30 p.m. they 
addressed a big meeting at Mudukulallmr. In all these places the speakers appealed to 
.he gatherings of voters only to vole lor the first respondent belonging to the Maravar 
community and not to the petitioner who is a Malayalee Nair from Kerala. All the 
speakers in their election campaign in lavour of the first respondent and also the first 
respondent used as a ground against the petitioner that he is a Malayalee Nair and as 
such is not lit to occupy the seal in I’niliuinent vacated by Sri LI. Muthuruinalinga Thevar 
who was worshipped as a leader of the Maravar community. 

(d) I 11 the Mudukulathur public meeting held at 9-30 p,m- on the same date (/.<?.), 
bth April, 1964, Raja .Shanmugha Rajeswara Scthupathy addressed the voters who had 
gathered in their thousands. He spoke to them that Sri Mulhuramalinga Thevar was a 
great, leader whom all Mukkulalhors (Maravars, Ahambadiyars and Kallars) worshipped- 
The seal left vacant by his death should be occupied only by a person belonging to his 
Samugam. A Malayalee Nair is standing ns a candidate Is he a lit person to be subs¬ 
tituted in the place of Muthuruinalinga Thevar who was an undisputed leader of the 
Maravars? Another Malayalee, a Cinema Star (meaning Mr. M. G- Ramuehandran) may 
come to do propaganda for him. Hut you must not be moved by such things. Are we asked 
to pay our respects to a Malayalee Nair from kiahi'.' If you support him, it will be a 
betrayal to the Mukkula Makkul. After Sethupathy’s speech, the first respondent also 
addressed the same gathering of voters. In a short speech lie said that his elder brother 
Maharaja (meaning Raja Shanmughn Rajeswara Sellnipathy) has spoken everything clearly, 
and asked them to follow his advice. He appealed lo (he voters not to vote to a Malayalee 
Nair, but to give their full support only to him as he was a Maraya from Tamil Nad. 

(e) On 7th April, 1964, Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Scthupathy. the first respondent. 
Sirubothu M. M Sw.nny, Ramu Thcwar and R. M. IX Soundaru Pandyan of Kamuthi 
went to Melal.odumalur Naga rat hark unchi, Abiramam, Singapuliyapatty, Pappankulam and 
Kamutliy in Mudukulathur taluk and did election propaganda work in favour of the first 
respondent. In all these places they addressed gatherings of voters and also public meet¬ 
ings. The main purport of the speeches made by Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy 
aud the first respondent in these places was that the Mukkulathor voters should only sup¬ 
port the first respondent who is a Marava by cnsle and not a Malayalee Nair from 
Karala. 1 hat the person to occupy the seat in Parliament vacated by late Mulhuramalinga 
Thevar should he a Maravar bv caste. A Nair from Kerala should not be supported, in a 
seat in the Parliament vacated by the death of Muthuiramalinga Thevar whom the 
Mukkulathors worshipped as a God. Who is this Malayalee Nair to contest in this seat ? 
Only a person of the Mukkulathor Samugam should occupy the seat vacated 
by late Muthuramalinga Thevar. In Abiramam. the public meeting was held in 
the einepia theatre at about 3-30 p.m. on 7th April, 1964. Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara 
Sethupathy addressed the gathering of voters He spoke to them that in the seat where 
Muthuramalinga Thevar contested, are they to support a Malayalee Nair front Kerala? 
Iu that scat only a Maravar should contest and as such his brother the first 
respondent who is a Maravar should alone be supported. Muthuramalinga Thevar 
was the chief of (he Mukkulathor Makkal (Maravar, Ahmbadiyars and Kallars). They 
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worshipped him as their leader. Are they now ,o ,ura those bauds with which 
they respected liicvai (meaning lute 6ri Minhuraiaaimga inevar) towaids u 
Matayalee N.tir liom Kerala ^meaning the jit uaonci j. lie would never ask them 
to betray and ruin the iviii.iu.ulai.hoi .amiih;ii by supporting a Malayulee Nair. The 
audience consisted mostly ot iviarava voter:,. . mail/ lie exhorted the audience not to 
vote lor a Matayalee Nair ol is.euXj, but to cast every vote in vavour ol his brother 
the first respondent. Sri X. nl. ij. Sounduru Punuyan and Kunru lhevar also spoke. 
They also relerred to the lact tnut die j au,,.,, ai is seine iVraiayalee Natr from iverala 
and as such does nol deserve any suppoii it mu tuc.ti. Alter tnexe the first respondent 
addressed itie meeting ana he enuomeu wind tnl me picviouj speakers had spoken to them. 
He ‘said that on his ochali his brother lie)a Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy had told 
them in detail ot what all he wanted to icii iiietu. He said he belonged to the Marava 
Community ot which Sri Mmliurmnauag.. 'x.licvai was the leaner. U v.iil be a great 
misfortune to the entire iviukkulathor Sainuhum il a Mulayalee Nair from Kerala (meaning 
thereby the petitioner) is to occupy the seat v.,.. ileu by u.cir leader. He appealed to die 
voters not to vote lor me petiuonei as ho is .. x»i,.,ay.iiee Nair, but only to vote lor the 
first respondent. 

(f) At about Ki-00 p. ,m. oh 7th .»prn fv 6 *i, Raja Shanmugha Kajeswara Sethupathy, 
the first respondent and party addressed a very largely attended meeting ol voters at 
Sayalkudy in front of the Pettah. in the gathering the majority belonged to Mukkulathors. 
The Raja told the gatheiing that held great respect towards late U. Muthuramalinga 
Thevar whom Mukkulathors worshipped ever, as their chief, lhat man had passed away 
and the seat held by him m the Pmaament nuJ laden vacant. Wno is to succeed in that 
seat? is he a Matayalee Nair from Kerala? Are the Mukkula Makkal to be reduced 
to that stage of depending on a Malay alec Nail' front Kerala? He asked the voters— 

"Are the hands which respected Thevar to be folded in homage before a Matayalee”. 

So far as the speaker was concerned, he would never stoop down to betray and ruir. 
his community (Muhknlalhors) in this manner. Only a person from the Mukkulathor 
Community should be supported to occupy ihe seat let; by Muthuramalinga Thevar. The 
first respondent also addressed tins meeting. He said that on his behalf his elder brother 
Maharaja Se.buputhy had told :hem everything in detail, and all should follow his advice. 
To preserve the greatness ot 1 ae Pasumpon 'lhevar (U. Muthuramalinga Thevar) only a 
person from ms •Samubcm' (i.e.j, Muravar should occupy his seat and not a Nair from 
Kerala. He appealed to the volets to give him alt support. 

(g) On 9th April 1964, i.re eider brother of the first respondent Raja Shanmugha 
Rajeswara Sethupathy, m.l.a. i Madras), went :o a number of villages Kallapatty, 
Nathaihupatty, Kalinganaickcnpatty, E. Reddi.ipatty, Sivasankupatty, Elayirampannai, 
Othayal, O. Mettuputty, Satiur amt other places. He was accompanied by the first res¬ 
pondent and also by Sii s. V. dee,appa Naicker, Secretary of the District Congress Com¬ 
mittee, Ramanathapur.ini district, ,Sn K. Dorair<ij. chairman, Sattur Panchayat Union, Sri 
M. A. C. Muthumanicham and others. The main purport ol the speeches made by the 
first respondent's brother was that, in the place of late Cl. Muthuramalinga Thevar, a per¬ 
son whom the Makkulaihon v.osshippcu, a Mniayiee t:.ur of Kerala State (meaning 
thereby the petitioner) cannot be substituted and that attempt would amount to betraying 
and throwing the Mufikui i Makkal (community of Muravars, Ahambadiyars and Kallars) 
into a deep abyss and he the speaker would not be party to it. According to the speaker 
it is not proper for his 'Sauiuham' (1 lie van) to depend upon a Nair when a chief was 
necessary for his •'Samuham’'. In all tuesc places, the first respondent also spoke. He 
appealed to the voters to follow what his elder brother, the Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara 
Sethupathy had spoken to them on his behalf arid to give him ail support. 

(h) The meeting at Koilanatty took place at about itS-CiO A. M. on 9th April 1964. In 

this meeting Sri S. V. Vcerappa NTcker, Secretary cf the District Congress Committee, 
Ramanathapuram district. Sr: WS. A. C. Muthumanickt-Ti, Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara 
Sethupathy. m.l.a., first i.spotkH'n and a few os’-kv> addressed the gathering. All 
these speakers referred to the fact that ,’iuy a person belonging to the Maravar Com¬ 
munity should be supported and. elect 'd in .he "Doe : -i.-ied by Sri U. Muthuramalinga 
Thevar, who was a jewel among Marrival; and ne/cv a Hair from Maktylam. Particularly, 
Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy spoke in delTi and appealed to the 'voters that 
the late Sri IJ. Muthuramalinga Thevar was a great leader worshiped by all the Mukku- 
lathors and that only a person from the Mukkulathor Samuham should occupy the seat 
in the Parliament left vanint ty his death. A Malavtilen Nair from Kerala State should 
not be allowed to occupy thi - t he would not be a party to betray the entire 

Mukkulathor Samuham and to ruin uwm by allowing a Malay-dee Nair to be elected. 
The last speaker was the first respondent who re' Ended the gathering to carefully follow 
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what his elder brother told them and also stated that the Forward Bloc can4idate (mean¬ 
ing the pehtionci) is a Malayalee Nan whereas he is a Mukkulathor and.as such the 
vcieis should only support him. 

( l ) lii the meeting addressed at Satlur town by the same party on the same date that 

1 , tidi j'ViJL'il i'J(i4 at 8-dll i’.m. there was a record gathering of many thousands ot voters. 
In this meeting Raja Shanmugha Rajeswaia Seihupathy, m. l. a. Sn S. V, Veerappa 
Naieker, M. a. C. JV1 uthumanickam, R. Dorairaj, Chairman of Satlur Panchayat Union 
and the Jirst respondent Sri kasinathu Uorai addressed the voters, The mam theme 
messed as a iactoi in support of the candidature ot Sri If. Kasmatha Dorai, the first rcs- 
potuienl and also as a ground against the petitioner by all was that the petitioner is a 
ivlalayalce Nair iiom Kerala and that the firsL respondent is a Marava belonging to the 
same community ot Mukkulathors whose undisputed leader was the late Sri U. Muthura- 
maliuga 'ihevar. Raja Shanmuglia Rajeswara Sethupathy was the main speaker. In the 
com sc of his addiess to the voteis he told them that in place of late Sn U. Muthura- 
maliiiga Thevji, whom the Mukkulathors worshipped a Malayalee Nair from Kerala (mean¬ 
ing thereby the petitioner) cannot be substituted and that the attempt would amount to 
betraying and throwing the Mtihhulalhu Makkal (the community of Maravars, Abamu- 
diyars and Kallars) into a deep abys and he the speaker would not be a party to jt. 
In a contemptuous tone he exhorted to the voters posed the question to them as to whether 
with the hands with which they woislupped their leader, arc they asked to worship a 
Maltiyalee. According to the speaker it was not proper for his Samuham (Thevars) to 
depend upon a Nan when a chief was necessary tor his Samuham. After the Raja Shan- 
mugbu Rajeswara Selhupalhy concluded his speech, the first respondent addressed the 
voteis. tie eildoised what all his elder brother, the Raja Sethupathy had spoken and told 
the audience, that on his behalf his elder brother Maharaja had told them everything 
and that tney should all iollow Ins advice and act accordingly easting their votes only in 

Iris favour a Maiava by caste and not to support a Nair front Kerala. 

(;) On 10th April 1964, Raja Sbanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy accompanied by hi* 
brother the first respondent and others w'ent to Sivakasi town and addressed a public 
meeting near the Thcppam at about 10-U0 i’.w. There was a big gathering many of whom 
belonged to Mukkulathors. In the course of his address die Sethupathy stressed that the 
opposite candidate (meaning theteby the petitioner) is a Nair from Kerala. Is he the 
ptoper pci son to occupy the scat left vacant because ot the death ol U- Muthuramalinga 
Ihevni? People ol T annlnad and Mukkula Makkal worshipped Sri Mutburamalinga Thevar 
as a gieat leader. In his place only a pcison belonging to this place and his samuham should 
be suppoited. The opposite parly candidate Velayutha Nair is a Malayalee from Kerala. 
The voters should not support him. If he is supported it would amount to a betrayal of 

the entire Mukkulathor Community and the people in Ihese parts. He concluded his speech 

with a fervent appeal to the voteis never to support a Malayalee Nair from Kerala in the 
place ol his brother, the first respondent a native of Ramanathapuram district and a 
Mukkulathor. l'he first respondent also spoke in a shoit speech told the audience that his 
biother Sethupathy had spoken what all he had to speak He appealed to the voters to 
remember file valuable words uttered by his brother Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy, 
who spoke on his behalf and give him their entue support. 

(A) I he same party visited and addressed meetings at Thayilpatty and other places on 
(hat same date (Throughout the campaign the fact that the petitioner is a Malayalee Nair 
from Kerala was used as a ground against him. 

(/) On lllh April 1964, Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy and the first respondent 
addicssed meetings at Nalur and other places. In the meeting at Nairn- village which took 
place at 8-30 i>. m. both Sethupathy and the first respondent referred to the petitioner as 
some Malayalee from Kerala. The fact was mentioned as a ground against the petitioner 
and ihc first respondent while concluding his speech remarked that if any one voted for 
the petitioner, a Malayalee Nair of Kerala, such act would amount to a great injustice com¬ 
mitted to Mukkulumakhal and to the memory of their leader late Muthuramalinga Thevar. 

(m) On 12th April 1964, a public meeting was held at Thiruchuli under the auspices of 
the local Congress Committee to promote the candidature of the first respondent. The 
meeting was held in the Kamaraj Tlndal. At about 7-30, the Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara 
Scthupithy accompanied by the first respondent Snrangam Pillai, the President of the District 
Congress Committee, Ramanathapuram and one Chohkalingum arrived. All of them 
addressed Ihe meeting which was very largely attended to bv the voters in Thiruchuli 
and adjoining villages, Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy in the course of his speech 
referred to the netitioner as a Nair from Kerala and as such a person not fit to occupy 
the seat in Parliament held by Shri U. Muthuramalinga Thevar. a great leader of the 
Maravars. Only a person belonging to the Marava Community should be supported to 
take the place in Parliament left by Sri U. Muthuramalinga Thevar. To him it appeared 
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uu utLempt to ruin and destroy the future of the iVriikKUlanrak.lvai (Maravars, Ahambadiars 
and Katiar.s) il they .an to vote lor a JUalnyaiee Nair irora Kerala to occupy the 

seat vacated by Sn u. Muthuramalingu ihevar. i-te exhorted the votes only to vote lor 
the 111 st respondent who is a iVlatavar oy caste. .Sntangam Pillat also spoke and appealed 
to the voters to lutlo-.v what the hethupathy Jiad advised them to do. He asked them 
not to volc lot the peulrmei wno is a iNair from Trivandrum. The first respondent was 
the last speaker. He u.iu the gathering that his elder brother Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara 
betbupaihy hau spoken on his behalf and tiie valuable words uttered by him should not 
be foigouen at uic time 01 the poll. Tnty should ail remember that a Malayalee Nair 
Irom Kerala was pui as the forward liloe Candidate and that with the death ot Thevar, 
the Forward Bloc also ended. He asked the voters not to vote for a Malayalee, but to 
give him their luiiesl support since he was a Mukkulathor. 

in) On 1-ilh April k<>4 , the iirst respondent, Srirangam Pillai, the President of the 
District t ongress <. onumttee, Ramanathapuram and Raja Shanmugha Rejeswara Sethu- 
pathy, m. 1 .. a., c.une to Aiuppukkottai and addressed a large meeting at Sivankoil "Thidal”. 
Raja Shanmugha Rajesvv.aa Sclhup.ithy addressed the gathering. He questioned the pro¬ 
priety ol a Malayalee Nail Irom Kerala standing as a candidate tor the seat held by 
late 'Mutfiuiamalinga 1 iievar. He said that late Muthuramalinga Thevar was worshipped 
by the Mukhulamukkui tMaiavars, Kailars and Ahambadiars) with great. respect. Now 
ne is no more. Another leader like him could not be found who is to occupy the seat 
held by him as his successor. Is it by a Nair from Kerala? Are the (Mukkula Makkal) 
and our Samuhatn to depend on a Nair and worship and stand before him in obedience. 
The speaker could not think of betraying and ruining the Mukkula Makkal in this way. 
He appealed to Lbe voios not to vote for a Malayalee Nair from Kerala, but only to 
vote lor his brother who is a Mukkulathor. The first respondent spoke in the same man¬ 
ner practically icpeating what his elder brother Raja Shanmugha Rajeswara Sethupathy 
said. He appealed to the voters to follow what his brother the Sethupathy had just then 
told them. 

9. K was obvious taking advantage of the fact that in the Aruppukkottai Constituency 
very large number of voters, larger than any other caste, came from Mukkulathor Com¬ 
munity, the first respondent and his supporters had made it a point to stress the fact that 
he is a member of the Mukkulathor Community from which the deceased U. Muthura¬ 
malinga Thevar also came. In so stressing this aspect, they had planned to refer to the 
fact that The petitioner c-me from a dillerent Shite and region and spoke a different langu¬ 
age and belonged to a different caste and community, 

10. The first respondent's presence in almost all the above speeches during the election 
campaign and his participation by' short speeches on most of those occasions make it clear 
that the a hove'.aid appeal to the voters was made either by himself or by others with his 
consent and connivance. 

11. The petitiore: submits that the appeal to the voters made by the first respondent, 
his brother and othc-r who sroke for the first respondent, and with his consent and con¬ 
nivance. on the lines submitted above was really an appeal to the voters, to vote for the 
first respondent on the ground of hi ■ rai e. caste, community, region and language (a Thevar 
of Tamilnad) and not to vole for the petitioner on (he ground of his race, caste, com¬ 
munity, region and language (a Nair from Kerala Stale). This was certainly in the 
interest of and for the I mtherenee of 'he pro-,peels of the election of the first respondent 
and for prejudicially affecting the election of Ihe petitioner. The petitioner further sub¬ 
mits that by such appeal to the voters, who belonged to the Mukkulathor Community, in 
such large numbers the voters were considerably influenced in favour of the first respondent 
and avainst the petitioner and thus the resub of the election has been materially affected 
in so far ns it concerned the returned candidate under section 100 (1) (D) of the Act. 

12 . The petitioner further submits that by these systematic speeches and campaigns, 
the first respondent end persons vho S'-" 1 .■; v.ith his consent, for the furtherence of the 
prospects of the respondent -nd for ircjr.d.'t.i-Tly effecting the election of this petitioner 
there was promotion r» in ■ nv cvct . demy: to promote feelings of enmity and hatred 
between the Mukknlmhors of Tamilnad and the Makiyalam Nairs of Kerala, all citizens 
of India on grounds of race, caste, community and language. This is a corrupt practice 
under section 123 (3) (a) of the Representation of People Act 1951. 

13. The petitioner . ubmiN that sermon ! '3 ( 3 ) was amended and 123 f3) fa) was 
introduced in 1961 hv the LcyiTiture only fin nulling communal and separatist tendencies 
in the country and in spite of it the camr-.-.a', by end on behalf of the first respondent 
in connection nilh the election is a clear violation of the principles underlined in the pro¬ 
visions of the Act and the Indian Constitution. 
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14. The petitioner submits that the lust respondent, his brother and several others who 
spoke for the first respondent ate ih.tr ore >yr!tv cf 1 .iruft practices under sections 123 
(3) and 123 ( 3 ; (A) of the Re; ic.u ;i,..;a:ii of the people Act, 1951 and should be disqua¬ 
lified for election, the election ot the urst rt:;poi.Jenl has to be declared void in consequence 
under section 100 (1) (b) of the Act. In any event, the icsult of the election has been 
materially affected by the commission of c\>t;ipt practice-, under sections J23 (3) 123(3) 

(a) in the interests of the first respondent b> his agents and the election has therefore to 
be declared void under section 100 (1) (D). 

15. The petitioner further submits that the names o! hundreds of voters have been 
deleted just before the elections as ,-ceu from the list of voters 1 elating to the Polling 
Booths of Tiruchuli and iMiidukulathtir area. The petitioner craves leave to file the 
voters lists with the deletions and other relevant records showing the particulars. 

16. The petitioner submits that there was really no occasion or reason or justification 
for such wholesale deletion with respect to that area alone, practically on the eve of the 
election. This was really non-compliance with the provisions ol' the Constitution and of 
the Representation of the People Act, >"5«> .wif the ink's and orders made thereunder. 

17. This area is a strong-hold for the Forward Bloc Party. Several thousands of the 

voters who would have cast their votes lor the were told to their surprise that 

they had no votes. The results of the election h- s been mater ially affected so far as it 
concerned the returned candidate on this ground dso. 

is. For the above amongst other tea.sons. the lir.sr respondent should stand disquali¬ 
fied and the electron of the first respondent Iras to be declared to be void. 

19. The petitioner foidicr submits that but for the votes obtained by the first respon¬ 
dent by the comiot practices referred to above- the petitioner would have obtained a 
majority of votes. 

20. In the circumstances the petitioner has to be declared to have been duly elected in 
the election. 

21. The petitioner has deposited a sum cf Ps. "’,000 as security for the costs of this 
petition with the Government: Treasury, Madurai SuF-Tretr-nry, on 25th May, 1964. in 
favour of fhe Election rommhs.'on and rhe Cue. ernmep.f Ttea-nrv receipt is herewith 
enclosed as required under section 117 of the Act (The Madurai Sub-Treasury Chaian 
No. is 5191 for Rs. 2,000.'). 

The petitioner, therefore, prays— 

(a’l that the c'ection of (he first respondent be declared ?s void ; 

(b) that the petitioner be declared In have been duly elected; 

(c) that the contesting respondents may be dVected to pay the costs of this petition 

to the petitioner ; and 

(d) that the petitioner be entitled to such fmther or other reliefs as justice and 

circumstances may require. 

(Signed) K. Vet.ayodha Nair, 
Petitioner 
26-5-1964. 

I. the petitioner above named do hereby declare that what is stated in paragraphs 1, 3, 13 
and 21 is true to my knowledge and what is stated in paragraphs 2. 4 to 12, 14 to 20 is 
known from information- and records and that l believe the same to be true, signed this the 
26th day of May 1964 at Madras. 

(Signed) K. Veiayudh.' Nair. 

Petitioner 

- 26-5-1964. 

[No. 82/13/64.] 
By Order, 

PRAKASH NARA1N, Secy. 
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